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The UN Global Agenda 

Thomas Jefferson once asserted, “If a nation expects to be ignorant and free, in a state of civilization, it expeas 
what never was and never will be.” Jefferson’s concerns are especially valid in the current vilification of wise use 
and property rights grassroots groups. These Americans have felt abusive powers of the federal government and 
fear the green globalist agenda of the United Nations. 

Environmental leadership has provided plenty of fuel to give these grassroots strong anxiety attacks. In just 
one example, Anita Halvorssen notes in the Boulder Colorado Resource Law Notes that the UN Agenda 21 “is 
a 40 chapter document covering virtually every conceivable aspect of human activity affecting the environment.” 

Agenda 21 is only one of several environmental treaties and agreements that were spawned at the Earth Summit 
held in Rio de Janeiro in 1992. The Secretary General of the Summit was Maurice Strong, who also co-founded 
the United Nations Environmental Programme and continues to exert leadership in UN policy. 

In an April 27, 1994 lecture to the Swedish Royal Academy in Stockholm, Strong envisions a much stronger 
global role for the UN under the banner of the UN Commission on Global Governance, “The 50th anniversary 
of the United Nations next year provides a unique opportunity to restructure and revitalize the UN and its system 
of organizations and agencies...to prepare them for the vastly increased role they must have as the primary 
multi-lateral framework of a new world order.” 

Not only does Strong clearly outline a new world order with the United Nations in the drivers seat, but he 
envisions a dramatically different world that requires “a major cultural transformation—a reorientation of the ethical, 
moral and spiritual values which provide the primary motivations for human behavior.” Central to this effort to 
reorganize the world, notes Strong in his Stockholm lecture, is the biodiversity treaty that was created at the 1992 
Earth Summit. 

In spite of assurances that the biodiversity treaty is harmless, the twenty page treaty is a loosely worded statement 
of principles which raise a host of very troubling questions that could not be answered until the implementing 
protocol is written—which would not occur until after the Senate ratified it. 

The controversial nature of the treaty led a number of grassroots organizations to join a loose alliance to stop 
its ratification. In a series of stunning viaories, including fax alerts that was estimated to reach hundreds of thousands 
of Americans, the ratification process was delayed, then finally killed when these grassroots groups provided the 
U.S. Senate with thousands of pages of UN Documents that would be used to write the treaty’s implementing 
protocol. 

Ironically, the U.S. Senate Republican Policy Committee had attempted to get these documents, known as the 
UN Global Biodiversity Assessment (GBA) for quite some time. But the UN denied they even existed. Once 
obtained, it was easy to see why the UN did not want the Senate to see the GBA. These documents confirmed 
the worst fears of the treaty’s opponents. 

GBA Section 9.2.3.1.2, calls for a radical transformation of human culture “to be moulded along nature’s 
rhythms.” Section 9.2.3.2 claims the consumptive patterns of the industrialized world are no longer sustainable, 
and that we must either reduce the earth’s human population to 1 to 2 billion (from the current 5.6 billion) or reduce 
our standard of living to an agrarian “peasant” status. The GBA also laid plans for green fees and taxes on any 
activities that threaten biodiversity. It also called the organization of civilization around “bioregions” and the creation 
of fascist-like powers to regulate property rights. 

It was Section 10.4.2.2.3, however, that provided the “smoking gun” on the Senate floor. This provision mandated 
that biodiversity be protected by establishing a vast network of wilderness areas permitting no human use called 
“reserves” which are interconnected by wilderness “corridors” and all surrounded by “buffer zones” that would 
permit very limited human activity. It was to be patterned after the “‘Wildlands Project’ in the United States.” 

The Wildlands Project was authored by Dr. Reed Noss and Earth Firstl’s co-founder David Foreman. Noss 
asserts that, “at least half of the land area of the 48 conterminous (United] states should be encompassed in core 
reserves and inner corridor zones (essentially extensions of core reserves) within the next few decades.” (Italics 
added) 



